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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This action is responsive to amendment filed on 06 October 2005 in which no claims are 
amended, added or cancelled. Claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-9, 11-15, and 17-19 are currently present in the 
application, and claims 1, 8, and 14 are independent claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments filed 10/06/2005 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

(1) Applicants argue (argument pages 2, 3, 5) that the Examiner is not using the correct definition 
of non-functional descriptive material. That is all the claim limitations, including the limitations pertaining 
to a Surplus reduction action," an "employee," a "surplus acknowledgement," a "user identifier," and 
"benefits data" must be considered when determining whether the claims are non-obvious in view of the 
prior art. 

Furthermore, Applicants argue that the surplus reduction action, the employee, the surplus 
acknowledgement, the user identifier, and the benefits data claimed by Applicants are not non-functional 
descriptive material, but rather are a necessary part of the functional and structural relationship 
claimed in claims 1,8, and 14 . As claimed, the surplus reduction on action describes exactly what is 
received from a user. The user is an employee, and the surplus reduction action includes a surplus 
acknowledgement. Each user has a user identifier, which is stored along with data corresponding to the 
surplus reduction action. Benefits data is then provided to the employee . These elements are an integral 
part of Applicants' claims, and define the metes and bounds of Applicants' claimed invention. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicants because the "surplus reduction 
action, the employee, the surplus acknowledgement, the user identifier, and the benefits data claimed by 
Applicants are indeed "non-functional descriptive materiar. 

The "surplus reduction action", wherein the surplus reduction action includes a "surplus 
acknowledgment", the "user" is an "employee", "user identifier", and the "benefits data", and so on, which 
qualify as descriptive material since they are directed to the content of data, not structure, or an 
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action, or step. Such content of data (i.e., descriptive material) is not functionally involved in the 
recited steps. In the Examiner's view, the steps of receiving <an input/request/anything from a 
user/employee/anybody/etc>, identifying <a user identifier - i.e., identification information about a user 
from whom an input/data is sent such as user's name, ID, logon ID, etc>, providing <benefit data, or any 
desired data to the user, in response to the user's input> (claim 1), however, do not depend on the 
content of "the surplus reduction action", "surplus acknowledgment", "benefits data", etc., or any data in 
general, and are done/performed the same regardless how this descriptive material/data is being 
used, i.e., regardless of the user's input/request/data. Therefore, the method has not changed. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include 
any type of information/data in the user's request/input in the "receiving, identifying, providing, 
storing, etc." steps, as taught by Wheeler et al. because the subjective interpretation of what is being 
included in the user's request/input (i.e., data), do not patentably distinguish the claimed method. 

Further, the recited steps of "receiving, identifying, providing, storing, etc. <data>" are 
categorized as the basic input/output process which stores/saves/maintains/keeps track, etc. data 
received/sent from the parties involved in the process, and is well-known in the art. 

In conclusion, such data, i.e., descriptive material, does not functionally relate to the steps 
recited in the claimed method(s)/invention, and therefore, will not distinguish the claimed method(s) 
from the prior art in terms of patentability . 

(2) Applicants argue (argument pages 5 and 6) that the prior art simply does not teach or suggest 
the elements claimed by Applicants in independent claims 1, 8, and 14. For example, the purchase order 
disclosed in Wheeler is not analogous to the surplus reduction action or the surplus acknowledgement 
that is taught and claimed by Applicants. 

Providing an invoice in response to receiving a purchase order is not analogous to providing 
benefits data to an employee. Wheeler has absolutely nothing to do with tracking surplus reduction 
actions, as taught and claimed by Applicants, and therefore, can not be used to support an obviousness 
rejection of Applicants' claimed invention. 
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In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicants because although Wheeler et al. 
have nothing to do with dealing with 'surplus reduction actions', but by receiving a purchase order from a 
customer {who is an employee of a business/company}, identifying whether or not the customer is 
authorized to place a purchase order on his/her company's behalf {and of course, identifying <the 
customer's name, and with what company/business that he/she is associated with, etc. - i.e., 
customer/user's identity/identifier>}, and up to how much he/she is authorized to order, etc., and providing 
an invoice {as an acknowledgement/confirmation of the purchase order} in response to receiving the 
purchase order to the customer, storing information related with the purchase transaction that is 
received/sent from the involved parties, and so on, do constitute the same act of "receiving, identifying, 
providing, storing, etc. <data>" as taught and claimed by Applicants. Obviously, Wheeler et al. offer the 
same solution to the same problem of storing/saving/maintaining/tracking/etc. data received/sent from the 
parties involved in the purchase transaction process, or in any process in general. Therefore, in view of 
this, Wheeler et al. disclosure is considered analogous to the surplus reduction action that is taught and 
claimed by Applicants; thus, can be used to support an obviousness rejection of Applicants' claimed 
invention. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded 
of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to NANCY LOAN T. LE whose telephone number is (571) 272-7066. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
JAMES P. TRAMMELL can be reached on (571) 272-6712. For official/regular communication, the fax 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. For 
informal/draft communication, the fax number is (571) 273-7066 (rightfax). 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-d irectuspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



P.O. Box 1450 



Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 



United States Patent and Trademark Office 



Customer Service Window 



Randolph Building 



401 Dulany Street 



Alexandria, VA 22314 



NL 




27 December 2005 



